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Table 1. Pulp refining level

NB LB TMP
Initial freeness(ml C.S.F.) 750 650 450
Final freeness (ml C.S.F.) 350 350 400
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Table 2. Stock mixing ratio for LWC

STD T-1 T-2 T-3

LB (%) 50 70 65 60
NB (%) 25 0 0] 0
TMP (%) 25 25 25 25
NB fine (%) 0 5 10 15
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Fig. 1. Stress—strain curve of wet—samples depending on wet—pressing in NB
fiber.
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Fig. 2. Stress—strain curve and TEA of wet—samples in NB fiber.
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Fig. 3. Tensile properties of wet—samples depending on wet—pressing in LB
fiber.
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Fig. 4. Influence of fines on reflectance and strength properties.
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Fig. 5. Influence of fines on fracture—~tensile properties.
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